The environmental consciousness that emerged in the 1960s as scientific research brought to the forefront the reaUties of the earth's finite resources has in the past few years come under scrutiny, while the ecological movements of that time now seem unsophisticated in their enthusiasm, and ideologically suspect. Key contributions to earlier ecological movements, such as Rachel Carson's Silent Spring (1962) , known as the "watershed of the modern environmental movement" because it infiltrated public sentiment by exposing the excesses of industrial agriculture; Buckminster Fuller's Whole Earth Catalog which emphasized the fear of ecological crisis; and Constantinos Doxiades's Ekistics (1968) which aimed to define how built settlements would be sensitive to the global ecosystem: each of these positions assumed that the natural environment has a stable "ecological balance" which needs to be preserved, and each sought to establish a "harmonious" interdependence among humans and nature.
The assumptions behind modern environmental movements, contemporary critics argue, obscure "the social relations and priorities that go into environmental practices"^and depoliticize environmental matters. The book Uncommon Ground: Toward Reinventing Nature (edited by William Cronon, 1995) , which is a collection of essays by leading environmentalists across disciplines, presents some the most persuasive challenges against the modern envi-ronmental movement of the 1960s. This book demonstrates that far from being "universal," conceptions of nature are tacitly associated with political structures of cultural domination, racial biases, social beliefs, class divisions or gender politics. Each of the book's articles reveals the complex entanglement of the "natural" with the "human" world and uncovers how the constructed dualism between the two is not simply false but politically prejudiced. William Cronon's article, for example, demonstrates that wealthy suburbanites who protest the farmers who "exploit nature," do not represent an untainted concern for the destruction of nature's "balance." Rather, their "environmental" arguments are predicated on class biases, and in their in their righteous protectionism threaten to deprive the farmer of his/her living.' Similarly, Candace Slater's article "Amazonia as Edenic Narrative" uncovers how popular notions which pigeonhole the Yanomani Indians as ah intrinsic part of their "natural" environment fail to recognize the needs of this tribe as a human culture. Dominant tendencies to exoticize this tribe of Amazonia as "natural," Slater argues, are predicated on romantic paradisal and Edenic images, and dehumanize a place with thousands of inhabitants, (fig. 1) Expositions of tacit political and power dynamics, such as those of Uncommon Ground, promise to empower those who have been suppressed by essentializing concepts of nature. Yet these insights are at once enHghtening and hindering for the purposes of environmentalism.' In uncovering the political partialities of earlier environmental movements and in uprooting any transcultural understanding of nature, current analyzes do not only relativize nature, but also relativize the concerns about the environment, and may end up turning them into political issues alone.
The predicament behind the politics of environmentalism was most striking in a recent BBC-World Service Report about an international summit on nuclear proliferation.
The radio correspondent meticulously accounted for all the positions voiced by the parties at the summit: The Russian representative asserted that nuclear reactors in Russia vifere operating within "established safety specifications"; the British prime minister, in turn, doubted this assertion; the French envoy confined himself to impossibly ambiguous remarks; and "the Environmentalists," the BBC correspondent continued, categorically demanded that most of the nuclear reactors scattered around the former USSR countries be closed immediately because they are older and in worse condition than Chernobyl. It may be a substantial success for those "environmentalists" represented in the summit to have their voice heard along with the opinions of top Government officials from many countries. However, by inserting themselves within the international political spectrum, these environmentalists were constituted as a political entity, and their position was represented in the media as one of the many political voices. In the process, environmental concerns become a political posture, which obscures the fact that if another "Chernobyl-type" disaster happens, everybody (whatever their politics) will be affected. To illustrate how the negotiation between current critiques and earlier ecological premises could be constructive, consider once again. Slater's deconstruction of "Edenic Narratives" in Uncommon Ground which has been quite convincing is showing that:
"It is well worth asking not just how we can save the rain forest but why we want to do so. Whom do we wish to benefit? And why focus our efforts on Amazonia instead of Africa. Antarctica, or Northern California? Before we try to answer these essential questions, however, we must ask what we mean by 'the rain forest'. What exactly do we think we want to safeguard?"
Consider, also, the leap from these insightful remarks to the conclusion that immediately follows them, a leap which threatens to nullify efforts for environmental protection:
"It will be hard enough to reverse the acrid course of recent history in Amazonia, But it is impossible to rescue something that does not exist"'' Indeed, to use Slater's own terms, we should not be "quick" to call something "nature"; but, neither should we be so quick in dismissing "nature" as something that does not In his restructuring of Athens, for example, Doxiades claimed that his plan would make the city more efficient in order to minimize the destruction of the environment surrounding the city. People, he argued, should be housed close to their work-place in order to minimize pollution from transportation. (See Doxiades, Our Capital and Its Future.
1960) Yet, how was this "environmental concern" connected to his decision to relocate lower-class workers at the industrial area of Eleusina and to leave the privileged fringes of the Penteli mountain to the high government officials? 
